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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment


	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)

	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript is important because it looks at how human health and the environment are connected. It offers a new way to measure health by including environmental factors like pollution and resource use, which are often left out of current health systems. This approach is important because it helps us understand how to improve health while also protecting the planet. The research can help guide future studies and policies that combine health and environmental goals, making it valuable for the scientific community.
	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	 The title "Planetary Health Systems Success Is Everyone’s Business" is suitable. It clearly reflects the main idea of the article, which connects planetary health with health systems. The title is simple and directly conveys the importance of addressing both human health and the environment.
	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract does a good job of summarizing the key points of the article. However, I think it could be improved by mentioning how the research findings can be applied in real life. For example, it would be useful to explain how the findings can help improve responses to health problems caused by climate change.

I would suggest briefly explaining how policymakers or health organizations could use the findings to make real-time changes and improve health systems. This could make the abstract more practical and relevant.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	The manuscript is scientifically correct and well-researched. It draws on data from a wide range of studies and addresses important topics like resilience, equity, and sustainability in the context of planetary health. The approach used in the manuscript is sound, and the integration of various health and environmental factors is clear. However, I believe the manuscript could benefit from a more detailed explanation of the statistical methods used to analyze the data. Providing this information would help readers better understand how the conclusions were reached and ensure the research is transparent and reproducible.
	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The references in the manuscript are recent and relevant. They support the article’s points well and help to back up the research. The sources are carefully chosen, which strengthens the manuscript. Overall, the references are a good fit for the topic.
	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	The language is good and clear overall, but some technical terms may need a little more explanation for readers who are not experts in the field. It would be helpful to make sure all terms are easy to understand or explained briefly when first introduced. Suggestion: Simplifying some of the more technical language and adding definitions where necessary could help reach a wider audience.
	

	Optional/General comments


	The manuscript discusses a very important topic, how to improve health systems while protecting the environment. It provides strong data to support the idea that we need to consider environmental factors in health systems. The article would be even stronger if it included more policy suggestions and looked at how different sectors, like government and education, can support this work. Adding real-world examples from different countries would also help make the findings more practical for a global audience.
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	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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